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respectively, and imposes the profoundly erroneous theses of 
the Chinese Communist Party leadership upon the Communist 
Party of New Zealand. _ 

‚First of all, a few comments on the methods of polemic 
used by Comrade Wilcox. Comradely criticism and friendly 
exchanges of opinion between communists call for a careful 
study of the views of the other side and for an accurate 
exposition of the documents of fraternal parties and of 
statements by their leaders. Comrade Wilcox, however, uses 
a different method. He attributes to the C.P.S.U. and other 
fraternal parties views and actions they have never been 
guilty of, and then noisily criticises them. _ | 

Comrade Wilcox deliberately misleads the membership of 
his party and tries to whitewash and exonerate the real 
splitters, while attempting to put the blame for the differences 
in the communist movement on the C.P.S.U, and other 
Marxist-Leninist parties. He conceals from the New Zealand 
communists the fact that it was the leaders of the Chinese 
Communist Party who, as far back as the summer of 1960, 
Jaunched a public attack on the principles of the world com- 
munist movement, doing it, moreover, at the Peking session 
of the general council of the World Federation of Trade 
Unions, a non-party international democratic organisation. 

About six years ago Comrade Wilcox wrote: “Today 
revisionism’s main expression is the dangerous one of 
‘adulation’ of ‘Chinese communism’ followed by the under- 
writing of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union”. (New 
Zealand Labour Review, No. 10, 1958, p. 6). Now he comes 
forward as an active promoter of a new deity, a new cult. 
“ Today,” he said in China, “again we find a great creative 
Marxist-Leninist leader—your leader, Comrade Mao Tse- 
tung. Proletarian history will record his achievements . 
in letters of gold...” | 

Comrade Wilcox advertises himself as a consistent defender 
of the 1960 Statement. 

However, what he actually defends is not the Communist 
Parties’ 1957 Declaration and 1960 Statement, but the 


4 


x er 


-—> > 


1 


| 





| 


notorious 25 points, which the leaders of the Chinese Com- 
munist Party present as the new “general line” of the world 
communist movement. One has only to compare certain basic 
propositions of the two documents of the Communist Parties 
with Comrade Wilcox’s statements to see that. 


- “It is the principal characteristic of our time,” we. read i in 
the 1960 Statement, “that the world socialist system is 
becoming the decisive factor in the development of society”. 
In contrast to this, Comrade Wilcox’s pen ‚easily changes 
“the decisive factor” to a secondary phenomenon playing no 
more than “an auxiliary role”. This is nothing but a most 
crying distortion of the 81 parties’ Moscow Statement. 

The author, following the ideologists of “Sinified Marxism”, 
repeats their assertions that the conclusion about the world 
socialist system becoming the decisive force of today “immo- 
bilises the masses” and “prevents the development of the 
class struggle in the capitalist part of the world”. That these 
assertions contradict facts does not embarrass Comrade 
Wilcox, and in fact the question arises: In what way.can the 
achievements of Soviet science and technology, rapid economic 
progress, and the improving standard of living of the working 
people in the socialist countries prevent, say, the working class 
and the Communist Party of New Zealand from fighting for 
socialism? Surely anyone knows that the achievements of the 
U.S.S.R. and other socialist countries, far from being an 
obstacle, provide favourable conditions for the Communist 
Parties in capitalist countries, produce a revolutionising effect 
on the working people of these countries, greatly facilitate the 
struggle for the victory of the working class, and further the 
success of the national liberation struggle in Asian, African 
and Latin American countries. 

Take, for example, New Zealand. It IS admittedly one of 
the capitalist countries where the standard of living is relatively 
high and where there exist strong traditions. of bourgeois 
democracy and culture. It 1s fair to ask the general secretary 
of the Communist Party of that country to what facts, if not 
to the experience of socialist countries, he expects to refer 
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in explaining to the people of New Zealand that socialism is 
superior to capitalism ? 

At any rate, he knows only too well how greatly the leaders 
of the Chinese Communist Party are damaging the working 
class struggle and the Communist Party of New Zealand 
by distorting the principles of socialism—a distortion which 
has resulted in serious economic failures and given rise to 
great difficulties for the Chinese people. 


To slander the Soviet Union, sow distrust of the reality 
of plans for the construction of communism and deny the 
decisive role of the world socialist system in the world 
revolutionary process, means blinding the working people of 
the capitalist countries to the prospects of their struggle, 
discrediting the very idea of socialism and undermining the 
fighting efficiency of the working class.. ` 


When Comrade Wilcox still adhered to Marxism-Leninism 
and took account of the actual conditions in New Zealand 
rather than borrowing arguments from neighbours, he had a 
correct view of the importance of the world socialist system. 
Here is what he said at the plenary meeting of the national 
committee of the Communist Party of New Zealand in 
April 1958: “. .. A blow against the camp of socialism (no 
matter by whom) i is of assistance to imperialism, to monopoly 
capitalism, hurts world peace and harms the security and 
living standards of the people of New Zealand . . . To neglect 
it or ignore it would be but to adopt a stereotyped, dogmatic, 
pseudo-Marxist approach. It would be to ignore the new, the 
vital, the growing in the new situation.” (New Zealand Labour. 
Review, No. 4, 1958, pp. 5-6). o EN 


What he says today, however, is entirely different. His latest 
statements are full of hints about the programme of com- 
munist construction in the U.S.S.R. having been adopted 
prematurely, absurd allegations that the Soviet Union intends 
“to advance to communism by exploiting the rest of. the 
socialist world”, charges that the C.P.S.U. “renounces” the 
class struggle and refuses to support the national liberation 
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movement, and numerous other fables borrowed from the 
Peking arsenal. 

Or take the stand of the leader of the Communist Party of 

New Zealand on the struggle for peace. He says he is for 
promoting the peace movement. But as soon as mention is 
made of the specific steps of the Soviet Union and other 
socialist countries in defence of peace, Comrade Wilcox 
immediately. tries to misrepresent their positions. He resents 
the Soviet government’s self-control and patience as regards 
the conclusion of a German peace treaty. He condemns the 
steps taken by the U.S.S.R. during the Caribbean crisis in the 
autumn of 1962, and spares no words in accusing the Soviet 
Union of “compromising with imperialism”. Like the Peking 
propagandists, he attacks the partial test-ban treaty, which 
has won the approval of the overwhelming majority of the 
countries of the world. 
It is not out of place here to recall one particular fact: 
Before the publication of the well-known statement of the 
government of the People’s Republic of China of July 31, 1963, 
the People’s Voice (New Zealand communist newspaper) in 
its editorials had hailed the impending conclusion of the 
partial test-ban treaty. 

On July 24, 1963, the newspaper wrote: “An agreement to 
ban all nuclear tests except underground looks likely from the 
Moscow talks. It will be welcomed as a step against the 
danger to health and life from. fall-out.” In making that 
comment, the New Zealand communist. paper undoubtedly 
expressed the opinion of the overwhelming majority of the 
people. But a mere two weeks later Comrade Wilcox, as if at 
the wave of some magic wand, made a directly opposite state- 
ment reversing the correct theses of the party's central organ. 

Such an abrupt turn on the main question of the struggle 
for peace undoubtedly had a harmful effect on the mass work 
of the New Zealand communists, and first of all in the.organ- 
isations of peace supporters. 

The workers of New Zealand and:all progressive people 
support the Moscow treaty, seeing in it an effective weapon 
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in their struggle against impending French nuclear tests in 
the Pacific. 

Comrade Wilcox’s stand is permeated through and through 
with lack of faith in the strength of socialism, democracy, 
peace and progress. What makes him endlessly repeat the 
Peking propagandists’ thesis, which treats the struggle for 
peace as the opposite of the anti-imperialist. struggle? This is 
nothing but profound pessimism and lack of faith in the ability 
of the international working class, the world socialist system 
and peace-loving mankind to maintain peace. While talking 
about the struggle against imperialism, Comrade Wilcox in 
practice virtually surrenders to imperialism. 

Comrade Wilcox’s sectarianism and dogmatism. stand out 
most clearly on the question of the struggle for the working 
people’s unity of action, in particular on the communists’ 
attitude to social democracy. 

Speaking before a Chinese audience, Comrade Wilcox 
claimed that during the New Zealand party delegation’s talks 
with the C.P.S.U. central committee in 1963 the Soviet 
comrades had refused to discuss the matter, saying that it was 
a problem for the New Zealand party and no one else. 

But this is not true. What was actually said to the New 
Zealand comrades was that no one in the world had done 
as much as Lenin and his followers to expose the right-wing 
socialists, lay bare the roots of reformism in the working class 
movement and combat social democracy. The new programme 
of the C.P.S.U. says that social democracy is a reflection of 
bourgeois influence on the working class, that the present-day 
right-wing social democrats are still the ideological and 
political mainstay of the bourgeoisie within the working class 
movement, and that.an unrelenting ideological struggle against 
it is necessary. | 
On the other hand, it was justly pointed out to the repre- 
sentatives of the Communist Party. of New Zealand that the 
Soviet communists, in common with all -Marxist-Leninists, 
draw a distinction between the reactionary section of the 
social democratic leaders, who have deserted to the bourgeoisie, 
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and those who have not abandoned their socialist ideals and 
| remain loyal to the traditional aims of the working class 
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movement, a distinction between the right-wing social demo- 
cratic leaders and the rank and file, that is to say, the social 
democratic masses. The C.P.S.U. stand is based on the 1960 
Statement of the Communist Parties, which says that the 
communists and the social democratic working people are 
class brothers and that action against all social democrats, 
who are mainly workers, would be a gross sectarian error. 
Such action would merely worsen the split in the 


working class movement. It follows that the C.P.S.U. stand 


on social democracy fully accords with the Leninist principles. 
_ Comrade Wilcox, however, groundlessly affirms that the 
C.P.S.U. “ignores the importance of the ideological aspect” 
of the struggle against social democracy. Thereby he slanders 
Lenin’s party and deliberately misleads the membership of 
the Communist Party of New Zealand about the actual stand 
of the C.P.S.U. 


. Let us see, however, what the pamphlet, which lays claim to 
be a “special contribution” to the analysis of the question of 
the attitude towards social democracy, has to propose on this 
point. It contends that it would be dangerous revisionism to 
regard social democracy as “a useful ally in the struggle for 
socialism.” But is this not advocacy of sectarianism, tending 
to isolate the party from the mass of the working people? 
This sectarian view runs counter to the programme of the 
Communist Party of New Zealand, which says: “The 
Communist Party will work with other political parties on 
points of common interest in the great struggle to defeat 
capitalism ‘and to build a socialist society.” 

Comrade Wilcox’s statements evade the issue of the practical 
ways of achieving unity of action for the working class of his 
country, of co-operating with those social democrats who do 
not support the policy of the right-wing labour leaders. and 
often join the communists in fighting for the common interests 
of the working people, for- peace, democracy and socialism. 


_ Moreover, he declares that the left-wing social democrats are 
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N more dangerous enemies than the right-wing, and thereby 
; Shuts the door to all co-operation with them. The leader of 
; the Communist Party of New Zealand refuses to understand 
` that the struggle against social democratic ideology is an 

important practical method of educating the masses of the 
: people through their own political experience. The ideological 
struggie against social democracy is inseparable from the 
| struggle for the working people's unity of action. They are 
| two aspects of a single process of bringing the ideas of the 
| socialist revolution home to the masses of the people. 


A mere three years ago Comrade Wilcox warned against 
overestimating “the decline of the Labour Party’s influence 
on the workers’ minds (it is still very strong). Otherwise we 
will ın the end get into a very left-sectarian situation, isolated 
from the mass of the workers” (New Zealand Communist 
Review, No. 5, 1960, p. ney But now he himself advocates such 
a situation. 


The New Zealand communists justly think that they have 
to do a great deal if they are to become a mass party, the true 
leader of the country’s working class. ““We must bear in mind,” 
Lenin taught communists, “that a revolutionary party is 
worthy of its name only when it guides in deeds the movement 
of a revolutionary class.” (Collected Works, Russian ed. Vol. 6, 
pp. 172-173). To defend the interests of the working class and 
the working people of one’s country in deeds means, first of 
all, standing firm on the basis of Marxism-Leninism and prole- 
tarian internationalism lt depends primarily on the communists 
themselves how. the opportunities that. present themselves 
today will be used, whether. the workers will see the com- 
munists as their true leaders in the struggle for the funda- 
mental, vital interests: and -socialist future of the people. 
The objective meaning of Comrade Wilcox’s views is that 
they lead away from solving the problems which face the 
working class of the country. And this is why they are ea 
to the working class movement of New Zealand. . | 

The sectarian notions of the author of the pamphlet as to 
the ways of transition to socialism also conflict with the task 
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of T the links between the party and the masses 
of the people. He is up in arms against the conclusion about 
the possibility, under certain conditions, of a number of 
countries effecting a peaceful transition to socialism—a 
conclusion laid down, it will be remembered, in the Declaration 
and the Statement of the Communist Parties. This is evident 
from his assertion that such a transition is hardly likely, and 
his ailegation that the peaceful way has been invented by the 
leaders of socialist countries who seek peaceful relations with 
imperialism and therefore dread the armed struggle of the 
peoples. 

The author of the pamphlet deliberately misinterprets the 
thesis of peaceful transition to socialism. He claims that we 
must not “count on a peaceful transition having the complete 
and willing approval of the reactionary ruling classes .. .” 
But who counts on that? It should be clear to any enlightened 
Marxist that the imperialist bourgeoisie cannot at all approve 
of transition to socialism, either complete or partial, whatever 
the form of transition. It is here a question of something 
entirely different—of using the superiority of the revolutionary 
forces to preclude recourse to arms by the reactionary classes. 
Comrade Wilcox apparently knows that Marxist-Leninists 
link the choice between peaceful and forcible transition to 
socialism with the specific historical conditions in.the country 
under consideration. But he obscures this issue as well. 


Anyone who is not in thrall to the lifeless, abstract patterns 
of Chinese “theoreticians” should realise that the. issue of 
peaceful transition to socialism, of the utilisation of parlia- 
ment and parliamentary tradition, is particularly topical in 
New: Zealand. Perhaps Comrade Wilcox thinks that a revo- 
lutionary situation has arisen in New Zealand and it is time 
to form armed workers’ detachments and start guerrilla war- 
fare in the mountains? No, because he writes: “Armed 
struggle is not now on the agenda in New Zealand.” But in 
that case one may well ask: Just what does Comrade Wilcox 
recommend to the New Zealand . communists, . since the 
method of armed struggle for socialism lacks a basis in the 
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country and the struggle for a peaceful transition is out of 
the question? Are we not in the presence of a renunciation of 
all forms of struggle for socialism? : 

The programme of the Communist Party of New Zealand 
justly points out—strictly in accordance with the actual 
situation in the country and with the historical traditions. of 
the working class movement—that the transition to socialism 
calls for action by a sizable majority of the people. As a 
result of this action, the programme states, “parliament will 
be transformed into a genuine instrument of the people”. 
This line is aimed at maintaining links with the masses of 
the people, promoting communist influence on the masses of 
the people, and paving the way for a transition to socialism 
that will best of all meet the interests of the majority of the 
people of New Zealand. Comrade Wilcox’s line, however, is 
a departure from one of the fundamental theses of the Mos- 
cow documents. It leads to adventurism and sectarianism, to 
isolation from the. masses of the people, and is contrary to the 
interests of the working class movement of New Zealand. 


- The central committee of the C.P.S.U., concerned for the 
unity of the world communist movement and the purity of 
Marxism-Leninism, has done a great deal to explain its views 
on the basic problems of today to the’ New Zealand com- 
munists. In the period 1962-64 it sent the: national committee 
of the Communist Party of New Zealand:a number of letters 
giving detailed and exhaustive answers to questions which 
interested the C.P.N.Z. leaders. 

In February 1963, prompted by a sincere desire to bring 
about better understanding with the fraternal Communist 
Party of New Zealand, the. C.P.S.U.. central committee in- 
vited.a C.P.N.Z. delegation headed by Comrade Wilcox to 
the Soviet Union to exchange views on matters of interest to 
the two parties. The C.P.N.Z. delegation stayed in the Soviet 
Union from August 31.to September 4 and had its questions 
answered in detail in spite of the short time allowed for this. by 
the delegation. It was decided. to continue the consideration 
of questions of interest to the two parties. Members of the 
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New Zealand party delegation thanked the C.P.S.U. central 
committee for the opportunity of holding a frank exchange of 
views, and said it would be useful to continue such contacts: 
But it was not long before Comrade Wilcox openly attacked 


n the C.P.S.U. 
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Why is it that a leader of the New Zealand communists has 
yielded to ideas running counter to the vital interests of the 
working people of his country? 

The communists of New Zealand face difficult tasks. Owing 
to its geographical position, the country is removed from the 
main centres of the international working class movement 


‘and from the socialist countries. Its working class movement 


| 
| j; is dominated by the social democrats, and the political con- 


sciousness of the working people is strongly influenced by 
reformist ideology} To rally the revolutionary forces of New 
Zealand under the banner of Marxism-Leninism, it is neces- 
sary to carry on persistent, day-to-day work among the 
masses of the people over a long period. This work in most 
cases produces no immediate tangible resultsand requires special 
proletarian perseverance and staying power on the part of the 
leaders. Not everyone is equal to it. While the leaders of the 
Chinese Communist Party shirk the difficulties of socialist 
construction in the People’s Republic of China, leaders like 
Comrade Wilcox back down before the difficulties of the 
revolution developing in. their countries. Hence they switch 
from ultra-revolutionary phrases to typically reformist 
propositions. 

The instability of Comrade Wilcox is truly a godsend for 
Peking. The leaders of the Chinese Communist Party are 
anxious to create a semblance of international support for 
their disruptive line. That is why they. assiduously woo leaders 
who turn away from the reality of the working class move- 
ment of their country; that is why they flätter them. Those 
leaders, for their part, allow themselves to be enmeshed in 
petty-bourgeois ideology, increasingly abandoning the solu- 
tion of the pressing problems of the working class movement 
of their countries and taking their cue from others. 
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“As far as a true revolutionary is concerned,” Lenin said, 
“the greatest, and perhaps even the only, danger is to exag- 
gerate revolutionism and ignore the limits and conditions of 
the appropriate and successful use of revolutionary methods.” 
(Collected Works, Russian ed., Vol. 33,p. 86.) Isitunnecessary to 
stress the great danger which this malady spells for the working 
class movement of New Zealand, particularly since the danger 
comes from without? This malady threatens fully to dissociate 
the Communist Party from the masses of the people and turn 
it into a closed, lifeless sect. None but the enemies of the 
party, primarily the right-wing social democrats, could rejoice 
in such an outcome. 

As for the true friends of the Communist Party of New 
Zealand, they want this party to march on firmly along the 
only correct road, in step with the absolute majority of the 
Communist Parties of the world. And they trust that the 
Communist Party of New Zealand will take the road which 
alone will guarantee the success of the working class and all 
the working people of New Zealand—the truly Marxist- 
Leninist road. 
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